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at A oh 8 ‘ hae 
iG SO 2g APLIE 2, Foy 
Dear tiarold, 

Tonave your nones «f 2/20 and 2/37, 

Ds 2 lard c i o ot the archives Frojes . 0 you mentioned 
teet toe crew a Me dn that letter Pomeahioned the similar 
Fecuest f made in ay 25 dot da, Phat eftori can b prebvacly be Laien care 
Of @t Lhe same tise. Zaakas ft ow rer oa meno, 3opo., Ap 77 16, from’ Griffin 
Lo Slaweon, des Dine wit at. DHT Lew aa tl Me (C. b. Boete ite. Thera were Cwo 





Coptes in the (iio nace ‘ile; the first was not Very deeitle; the second was 
eecPer. To othiak | Clap ed in tat did net vet it. eo it Mav Bave been reroaweds 
Perhage Uney removed ansy tre second copy, bul J doubt it. Note: there are 
Giaer Gemes of the sae date, al 
1] have; I thi: 








atiffin to slawsan, also withheld, which 
dosent them to you as well as Jim already. ° 

Tomailed you a cop. of the Tncomine Nail Log, Entry 3, on March 20, 3rd 
Class. Since my only ¢ Pp whieh has the gnnotations I want to send you is 












already reduced (2-on-1*, your copy is 2-on-T also, but it is rather clear 
and T trust it will be «kay. 1 should mention that Many of the descriptions 
Ls ohhe “Log aire misleading; also, sone of those letters have att Deen found 
in the proper files. 1 you make gp up a List of letters you want, let cae 





iow before you ask at the archives and | will tell you Li [ have already phen 
ar asked for them. 

here are a dozen of mv Littie address labels, for you: convenience. 

Your 3/26 discusse. the changes in the QGdio testimony. The copy in tue 
Clio name file has the changes diarked hy hand; it was the ‘ibboa cony; am 
Liebeler's, "okay to print" on it. I don't think it is wor - if to met 











the BREKXR entire transeript «about 142 paves), or even «al the 2xxax peaby 
with changes, altinou ch | do agree that the chunges are int ceetioe. You wentiened 





that you knew about .le cade-Leopoldo. He is interviewed ~ €2) 15466.185, also 
mentioned on p. 216 of wie same CD. 

In vour VOL. you a ted about the alles! chanzes i: tne £y le (Ler pts 
The most detailed repein on this which | have seen xm is in “forgive my Grief XXXZ 
ITT" 5, (pps 29-35:4 

Re projects for gp people to do at the archives: one leavae praject would 
be to go wover the physical evidence, er especially Gswald' possessions, and 
make a detailed list with suod descriptions. 1 dontr think way eritie tor 
any WC people with critical attitudes) ever did this. I: wonid te @ lot of work. 
However, from the gkirk things | have run across, | Know ianere is lots arnx of 
"new" information in that material. (L reeall that hot 3) itn dia a goa job on 
describing and wekwf€ st uiving dust a few of the items.) Fir xainple, purely by 
chance L found a dise + ording of BKKXX Oswald's §.O. radi ow whieh the FRI 
had before the assassi::tion ( ~215, IT think}. This proe:2 + would be done rest, 
of course, if it invol.- someone with a real knowledge 9° i-issian. 

I hear a rumor th: the Sholnick crazies would like access to the © 
I would diskike this a: x:st as :nuch as you. There are a nunber of my thi: 
there that were sent of a confidential basis (before I sterted to send 
Jim and Bob personally.’ 

1 also hear that “o: is no longer in D.C. Really? 




















